Extroversion" and CPI "Extroversion" factors.
tially non-predictable. Seven scales from each inventory appeared to have counterparts in the other inventory. Thus, despite major differences in philosophy and strategy of construction, the overall predictability remained the same whether the 16 PF scales were predicted from the CPI scales or vice versa. Furthermore, the pattern of predictabilities suggested a substantial overlap between the 16 PF "Adjustment vs. Anxiety" and CPI "Adjustment" factors, and between the 16 PF "Introversion vs.
Extroversion" and CPI "Extroversion" factors.
The number of psychological inventories has increased steadily in recent years (e.g., Goldberg, 1971 ). This proliferation would be a welcome development, were it not for the lack of information regarding the relationship among inventories and the consequent inability to integrate findings based on different inventories.
The need to examine the degree of redundancy or independence between inventories is obvious; in fact, Hundleby and Connor consider it to be &dquo;a generally accepted maxim of the testing movement&dquo; (1968, p. (Cattell & Bolton, 1969) , the MMPI and Guiford-Zimmerman Temperment Survey scale scores from the 16 PF scale scores (Cattell, Eber, & Tatsuoka, 1970, pp. 43-47) (Backer, Comrey, & Hahn, 1971) . Although these studies make it possible to assess the overall degree of inter-inventory predictability, they can be criticized for their failure ' both to cross-validate and to identify the significant predictor scales. (Mosier, 1951; Norman, 1965) . However, recent evidence (as summarized in Wiggins, 1973, pp. 47-48) (Cattell et al., 1970, pp. 29-31) and a twelve-month interval for the CPI (Gough, 1960, pp. 19-20) . Consequently, the reported reliabilities are lower for the CPI as a result of the longer interval. This discrepancy reflects the lack of consensus regarding the number and length of retest intervals over which test-retest reliabilities should be reported, which in turn results from insufficient attention by test constructors to the temporal decay function of test-retest reliabilities.
3 All computations involving R were based on Fisher's r to z transformation.
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